countries. "It is designed to serve as a permanent and dynamic feature of the European security architecturen3 The objectives of the initial PfP program were defined in the invitation letter published at the NATO summit in January 1994: ". . . we will work in concrete ways towards transparency in defense budgeting, promoting democratic control of defense ministries, joint planning, joint military exercises, creating an ability to operate with NATO forces in such fields as peacekeeping, search and rescue and humanitarian operations, and others as may be agreed.'" Two additional objectives that have been agreed to include: ( I ) The threat of a large scale Soviet attack that had preoccupied NATO for forty years had disappeared. The Alliance acknowledged that risks to its security had shifted from armed assault to the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, terrorism and sabotage, and instability in some CEE nations. The new strategy adopted a broader view to security focusing on crisis management and conflict prevention. It assumed completion of agreed upon and planned withdrawals of conventional and nuclear forces from Central Europe by both Western The one state partnership within the PACOM AOR is Hawaii -Philippines. These programs, initiated under the new strategy, reaffirm the principle of commitment and mutual cooperation as a key component to security.
It has been stated that the development of the NACC and all of the programs initiated under the new strategy were a deliberate attempt to delay the admittance of CEE nations into NATO. However, these programs were developed to draw together neutral nations from Western Europe as well as CEE nations, the majority of whom were not seeking NATO membership. The goal was improve relationships and increased security throughout Europe.
As these new organizations and programs advanced, CEE nations seeking NATO membership continued to press for greater ties and interoperability with the Alliance. Partnership for Peace became the next step in the evolutionary process.
DEVELOPMENT OF PARTNERSHIP FOR PEACE
The Selection of new members is based upon the applicant nation's ability to "increase the political and strategic interests of the Alliance, strengthen its effectiveness and cohesion, and enhance the overall European security and stability."36 The Alliance has clearly signaled that it intends to extend additional membership invitations. However, it must do so in a slow and methodical process. Quick expansion could be detrimental to the Alliance and the overall security of Europe. The Alliance must allow applicant nations time to adopt its military and political processes to conform to acceptable Western and Alliance standards. In addition, it must ensure that no nation, especially Russia, feels it is being left out or isolated. To that The MAP covers'a broad spectrum of issues and aspiring nations are expected to meet certain goals in each field. Applicant nations must settle all international, ethnic or external territorial disputes by peaceful means. They must demonstrate a commitment to the rule of law and human rights. Armed forces must be subordinate to civilian control. They must promote stability through economic liberty, social justice and environmental responsibility. 
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Statements such those quoted above provide focus for the future direction of NATO. As NATO continues to adapt to the dynamic security environment in Europe, programs will to change to meet new requirements. The next section will look at the future strategic direction of NATO and PfP.
BUILDING ON SUCCESS-THE FUTURE OF NATO AND PARTNERSHIP FOR PEACE
The Alliance's new Strategic Concept published in April 1999 provides a roadmap for NATO's future direction. In general, the concept calls for maintaining the collective defense, reinforcing the Transatlantic link, allowing European Allies to assume greater responsibility, deepening relations with partners, working more closely with complementary organizations, and preparing for accession of new members. It is a proactive and ambitious agenda.
The EAPC will remain the overarching framework for all actions and activities dealing with partner nations. The first recommendation of this paper is for the EAPC is to expand the political dialogue and allow partners a greater voice in planning and execution of security actions that directly or indirectly affect partner nations. Partners should not only sit in on meetings but they should help set the agenda and contribute to decisions. Narrowing the difference between Ally and Partner will help keep NATO at the center of European security.
However, this must be balanced with the right of the Alliance to make decisions affecting its members and collective security. The NATO-led Bosnia and Kosovo operations have shown that partner nations are willing and able to contribute to wider European security issues and should be given greater responsibility and more say in these type of operations. However, many allies including the U.S. are reluctant to give partners greater say in the selection and execution of military operations.
The second recommendation of this paper is for the EAPC and PfP to focus greater emphasis on crisis prevention in an effort to shape the European security environment and reduce the number and intensity of potential conflicts. For example, the EAPC and PfP could be used as a forum for former Yugoslav republics and former CIS nations to solve lingering disputes about borders, humanitarian issues, ethnicity, political and economic relationships, demilitarization, etc. However, when crisis prevention or deterrence fails, NATO and partner countries must remain ready and willing to implement required actions in crisis management.
Since the threat of armed assault against the Alliance has been significantly reduced, NATO must turn its attention toward more likely threats such as proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (WMD), terrorism, and regional instability. Diplomatic relations must be enhanced. These activities must be linked together and be mutually supporting. For example, if counter-proliferation fails and WMD technologies are proliferated, then it must be reversed, if possible, through diplomatic means. The third recommendation of this paper is that additional issues such as arms control and disarmament must continue to be addressed by NATO, the EAPC and bilateral negotiations.
PfP will remain the primary tool for enhancing operational links and increasing interoperability between NATO and partners. The Alliance must be committed to increased participation of partners. The fourth recommendation of this paper is that the assignment of partner nation personnel to NATO subordinate commands and CJTFs must be made a reality. 
CONCLUSION
As NATO enters the new millennium, it must be prepared to meet the challenges and opportunities presented. The changes and adaptations made in the past ten years, since the end of the Cold War, have given us insight to the type and pace of changes that will occur in the future. Change is critical if NATO is to continue to contribute to European security and stability.
This study has shown that the Alliance's new Strategic Concept is focusing on the right issues. This study has shown that PfP is exceeding the objectives set for the program: (1) transparency in defense planning and budgeting, (2) democratic control of armed forces, (3) non-combat operations, (4) cooperative military relations between NATO and partners, and (5) force interoperability. PfP continues to evolve and draw NATO and partners closer thus creating a more secure and stable Europe, a vital U.S. security interest. Changes and improvement will continue to occur in PfP as the Alliance's roles and missions adapt to the dynamic strategic environment in Europe. The recommendations espoused in this study will serve to further develop long-term relationships and enhance cooperation and security. The recommendations include: expanding political dialogue in EAPC and allowing partners a greater voice in the planning and execution of security actions, focusing greater emphasis on crisis prevention but remaining ready to implement crisis management, increasing emphasis on arms control and disarmament, assigning partner nation personnel to NATO subordinate commands and CJTFs, moving ESDI from conceptual to operational status, and developing a sponsorship program for partner military units.
The EAPC, like PfP, has become a permanent collective and cooperative security structure for Europe. The establishment of diplomatic missions to NATO, under EAPC, has added a political voice for partners in the NATO decision-making process. With the addition of three new NATO members and development of the MAP, partners seeking future NATO membership no longer view the EAPC and PfP as a consolation prize but as a true partnership enhancing European security. The EAPC must also continue to evolve as partners draw closer to the Alliance. EAPC and PFP have proven they can influence, assist, shape, and train newly independent and developing nations in their journey toward democratization. They have contributed significantly to European security and stability and they will continue to be part of the solution for the new millennium.
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